Dr, Cyril l/echt 4/21/87 

Dept, Anthology 

Central Helical Center & Hospital 
1200 Centro Ave. , 

Pittsburgh, Pa, 15219 

Dear Cyril, 

I'd hardly finished reading your letter of the 16th when Mr, Chrrnikoff phoned 
with a couple of questions in response to what He'd asked me to write Mm, I told 
him what you * 3 daid about helping if you can and he said thanks for it and will be 
in touch if he tliinks you cun be of lielp. His thinking seems to coincide with mine 
with regard to what the urologist should liave done and did not do and he has gotten 
the records of the local hospital and lias found that I had provided full iiiformation. 

£orp^t Jin ieJ5ar s ' ta ^ s ' fe00 Luoy 011(1 1 not hear from him as often but I will not 
to keep after Mn about sending you the print of tho collar and I'&iteee if 
he can also provide a good one of the tie with the knot intact. I've forgotten now wliat 
I provided then for U3e in that FOIA suit. 

I agreee entirely with what you say about the media. It failed us then and to a 
large flgggfo it continues to fail the nation on major issues. We are by and large the 
most ppourly informed people of any raajot power. 

Althpugh never exjxicted to be able to solve the case I was optimistic when 
I finished my first book and be2dov; d that the total destruction of the Report, with 
attention, would compel a new and a genuine investigation. 

If we can compel at least the general acceptance of the fact that the crime 
was never really investigated and remains unsolved I think that would be about as 
much as we could now hope for. Because there was no investigation at the time of the 
crime it is not now likely that the necessary leads exist. 

I'm trying to get at tMs in a different my now in an FOIA lawsuit in wMch 
1 am perforce my own counsel. The dishonest government people created a conflict of 
interest between Lesar and me, the iiCLU capped out 021 the first appeal and on remand 
I represent myself. The DJ <md FBI may have made the lawyer's classic mistake, like 
tliat one question too much. Oral arguments had been scho uled for before Xmas and. there 
now is only silence « 

To stonewall they liad demanded discover, a cheap trick that before a decent 
judge would have gotten them severe lectures. It was the first iliscovery demand in any 
FOIA case. I gave a number of accepted reasons for not complying eith the Order, in- 
cluding what is more than undonied, tliat I had already, voluntarily, provided all that 
was demanded all over again as discovery, (in fact I have a letter from DJ admitting 
that nobody had ever provided as much information, in all two full file cabinets of 
it and in tMs matter at least two full file drawers.) They attested that the dis- 
covery would enable them to prove compliuince without the initial searches ever made I- 
or, in the alternative, my subject-matter knowledge was required for them to locate 
anytliing that might be withheld. The major affiant was an SA supervisor in the FOIPA' 
section. Yfliile the case was first on appeal the same scoundrel disclosed to ‘ark li7J.cn 
abundejnt and irrefutable proof tliat he perjured himself. And this has never been 
responded to in any way, not denied and it can't bo denied. I've aided charges of 
fraud and misrepresentation and it was all ignored by tho district court, John Lewis 
Lmith. He flaunted Ms ignorc'ince of what was before liira in a number of ways tliat I 
ridiculed effectively in my appeals brief, including not knowing who was sued or what 
was being sued for. He said it was a King case and isn't and for the New Haven field 
office records, wMch it isn't, and lie repeated these errors, so they are bot careless 
mistakes. When IXT got my brief and could do no tiling with it they decided instead to 
demand summary affirroance. Tliat took the whole tiling out of the well-greased ways of 


the 1 eaganissed appeals court, which also had been entirely imffifferent when confront 
with undenied proof of official dishonesties. That motion and my Opposition went to 
the court’s counsel and tliat presented the court's counsel with serious problems. Vfliat 
could it do without danger to itself? If it agrees with me it^lelk trouble from the 
other side and perhaps the court and if it does not and^one member of the panel reads 
what I filed and gets interested, then the es court' 3 cousol lias ruined itself 0 So, 
I've heard not a word. DJ lias not even filed the * l eply they are entitled to file. 

As my own counsel ^ limited what i 3 before the court’s to the neons by which 
the money judgement against rae was procured. There is nothing else before it and 
what I've filed leaves it without question that the judgement y/qs procured by felonies 
that actually are not even denied and, of course, c^rnnot be 0 

I've a number of FBI agents cl large d with pro jury, fraud and misrepresentation 
and their counsel with fraud and misrepresentation, with subornation of perjury 
inherent. 

Assuming that I prevail, and that this gets some attention, I think there 
will be majiy questions, including why does the government engage in felonies to 
withhold nonirnmune JFK! assassination records. If anything like this happens, there 
v/ill be little cliance of the totality of dishonesty you faced when you tried to hekp 
the House assassins. It will $ust be too risky for any politician who is not in an 
absolutely secure seat to fink again. 

And maybe some good would come of it. 

To a real degree we have served history and have not failed. Very few people 
believe the official story now. More people nov have questions about what the 
government says and does and tliat is healtliy. 

I did provide the appeals court with an out that tends to ease the whole thing 
toward a possible trial, wliat you mention. I'M claimed a constitutional right to be 
tried, I asked for both trial and an evidentiary hearing and was denied, and I argue 
on appeal tliat by cited precedents at the least the court was required to hold a 
trial and take live testimony. I thin): the government Till cop out ftf that does 
happen because they don't dare risk having to face what I've already shown them and 
they know very well ttiaE I have more. Or? they'll not dare having to face a trial 
and the public attention tliat would get. If they can get away with copping oufc I'll 
bo looking for a fearless lawyer to sue them for me. Still seeking a traAl. And 
damages. I'm weal: and tired all the time but not afraid. 

Despite the odds, I think what I've proposed to you will got a decent amount 
of attention tliat wi&l be responsible if it is handled carefiaiy and fully.lt i3 
because I knoi/ the facts best and nobody else has fjaid raiy attention to this that ^ 
offered to prepare a videotape for you to use if you'd want tliat. I've since enquired 
here and i can be done at ^od College. And, of course, it would be first-erson with 
me because I did tliat investigating and suing and threatened to suo to got the stuff. 

Again thanks and best wishes and when I got the slide I'll send it and I'll 
keep after Jim. I mentioned tills to Bud last week and he seemed to like it. 


Sincerely , 


^arolc 


ji/i 


d v/eisberg 


